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This is an appeal fromthe final rejection of clains 1
t hrough 12.

The disclosed invention relates to real-tine editing of a
program stored on vi deo tape.

Claimlis illustrative of the clainmed invention, and it
reads as foll ows:

1. Anmethod for editing, inreal tinme and in a single pass,
a program stored on a video tape, said nethod conprising the
st eps of:

(a) storing a script in a conputer, said script including at
| east one edit event represented by a key synbol foll owed by
timng data and textual rendering instructions follow ng said

timng data;

(b) scanning said script until said key synmbol is found and
t hen

(1) storing said timng data; and

(1i) storing said textual rendering instructions in a
text buffer;

(c) playing said video tape continuously through said
program w t hout pause to produce

(1) a first video signal; and
(i) a SMPTE timng signal indicating el apsed tineg;

(d) conparing said elapsed tinme with said stored timng data
until the elapsed tinme matches said stored tim ng data;

(e) converting said textual rendering instructions into a
second vi deo signal; and

(f) conmbining said first video signal with said second video
si gnal .
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The references relied on by the exam ner are:

Beausol eil et al. (Beausoleil) 3,740,723 June 19, 1973
Sl ade 4,863, 384 Sept. 5, 1989
Nomura et al. (Nomura) 5, 097, 349 Mar. 17, 1992
Ardis et al. (Ardis) 5,172, 281 Dec. 15, 1992

Clains 1, 4 and 5 stand rejected under 35 U . S.C. § 103 as
bei ng unpatentable over Ardis in view of Nonura.

Clainms 2 and 3 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §8 103 as being
unpat ent abl e over Ardis in view of Nonura and Beausol eil .

Clains 6, 7 and 10 through 12 stand rejected under 35 U. S. C
8 103 as being unpatentable over Ardis in view of Sl ade.

Clainms 8 and 9 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §8 103 as being
unpat ent abl e over Ardis in view of Sl ade and Beausol eil.

Reference is made to the brief? and the answer for the
respective positions of the appellant and the exam ner.

OPI NI ON

We have carefully considered the entire record before us,
and the obvi ousness rejection of clainms 1 through 12 is reversed.

Ardis discloses a video transcript retriever that includes a
vi deo cassette recorder/player for videotaping a deposition, a
vi deo timecode generator/reader, and a control conputer with

software for controlling the timecode generator/reader and the

2 As indicated in paper nunber 15, the reply brief was not
entered by the exam ner.
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vi deo cassette recorder/player. A transcript of the deposition
is also maintained in software formin the conputer. Wen a

vi deot aped deposition is initially processed by the video
transcript retriever, a tinecode nunerical address or designation
control signal fromthe tinmecode generator/reader is recorded
onto the control track 56 (Figure 4A) of the videotape. As seen
in Figure 4A, the tinmecode nunerical address signals 58a through
58e are located at intervals of 1/30 of a second al ong control
track 56. Once the control track 56 has been recorded on the

vi deot ape, a nunerical designation for each segnent of the tape
corresponding to the begi nning of each deposition question is
transferred fromthe software controlling the tinmecode
generator/reader and vi deocassette recorder/player to the
software containing the deposition transcript and correl ated
therewith. As illustrated in Figure 4B, for exanple, the mark 62
adj acent to the question Q on the software version of the
deposition transcript corresponds to one of the tinecode

nuneri cal addresses 58a through 58e on control track 56. In
order to display a specific question and answer on the videot ape,
the software version of the deposition transcript is searched for
the key words of the desired question and answer. \Wen the

desired question and answer is |ocated on the software version of
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t he deposition transcript, the tinmecode nunber corresponding to
the desired question is transferred fromthe software version of
the deposition transcript to the software controlling the video
cassette recorder/player. The desired portion of the videotaped
deposition is thereafter |ocated and displ ayed.

The exam ner acknow edges (Answer, page 3) that “Ardis et al
fail to show that the transcript data and the video data are
conbi ned,” but states that “[i]Jt is well known in the art to
conbi ne textual data and video data for displaying on a single
monitor as a sinpler alternative to using separate displays, and
Nonura et al show that textual data and video data are conbi ned
for display (figs. 15A-15C, columm 3).” The exam ner then
concl udes (Answer, pages 3 and 4) that “[i]t would have been
obvious at the tinme the invention was nmade to a person of
ordinary skill in the art to provide the systemof Ardis et al
wi th nmeans for conbining video data and textual transcript data
so that video and textual data can be displayed on the sane
monitor, as shown by Normura et al, thus sinplifying the display

and reduci ng the space needed for the display.”
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Appel I ant argues that even if it is assuned for the sake of
argunent that it woul d have been obvious to display video and
textual data on the same nonitor, “clauses (a), (b), (c), and (e)
are not suggested by the prior art and are not addressed by the
rejection” (Brief, page 13). W agree. As an exanple, a SMPTE
timng signal indicating elapsed tinme in step (c) of claim1lis
never generated in Ardis, so how could Ardis ever performthe
time conparison in step (d). The obviousness rejection of clains
1, 4 and 5 is reversed because Ardis and Nonmura neither teach nor
woul d they have suggested the steps outlined in claim1l.

The obvi ousness rejection of clainms 2 and 3 is reversed
because the teachings of Beausoleil do not cure the noted
shortcom ngs in the conbi ned teachings of Ardis and Nonura.

In the obviousness rejection of clains 6, 7 and 10 through
12, Slade is cited because of the use of a graphics card in a
vi deo recordi ng/ pl ayback environment. Even if we assunme for the
sake of argunent that it would have been obvious to one of
ordinary skill in the art to “provide the video systemof Ardis
et al with a graphic card as shown by Blade [sic, Slade] to
permt selected data to be conveniently and easily added to the
video data prior to recording, thereby inproving the flexibility

of the system as required by clains 6-7" (Answer, page 5), the
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conbi ned teachings would still lack the nonitoring and editing
according to a SMPTE timng signal to produce a nodified video
signal as required by clains 6 and 12 (Brief, pages 16 through
19). The obviousness rejection of clains 6, 7 and 10 through 12
is, therefore, reversed.

The obvi ousness rejection of clains 8 and 9 is reversed
because the teachings of Beausoleil do not cure the noted
shortcom ngs in the conbi ned teachings of Ardis and Sl ade.

DECI SI ON

The decision of the examner rejecting clains 1 through 12

under 35 U.S.C. § 103 is reversed.

REVERSED

KENNETH W HAI RSTON
Adm ni strative Patent Judge

BOARD OF PATENT
JERRY SM TH APPEALS AND
Adm ni strative Patent Judge | NTERFERENCES

LEE E. BARRETT
Adm ni strative Patent Judge
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